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Based on a future land use that does not
include residential use and
recommendation is for no action
Anticipate comments from CDPHE that to
get a no action decision would need to be
able to free release the site which would
mean site could be used for residential
use (To ensure that residential use is not
going to occur DOE would need an
institutional control in place An
institutional control 13 an Action) . .
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Expect comments from EPA and the COPHE
that groundwater was not considered In
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to convince the regulators that

groundwater and the groundwater/surface
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strategy
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Agree Comment noted

Groundwater was considered in the nisk
assessment Results of the modeling and
sampling shows that ground water COCs and
surface water COCs are not the same (after
screening) and it is appears that ground water
does not contnbute to surface water COCs
Contaminant monitonng well selection being
completed by the Well Evaluation Project is
targeting drainages as areas of continued
monitonng
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